to name but a few, across both the domestic and international levels of analysis in three regions of the world: East Asia, Russia and the Arab World.
Over recent years increased attention has been devoted to the informal aspects of politics and power, with a privileging of the role played by a range of unofficial actors, often hyper-empowered individuals (Cooper 2014) , with no formal status in either state-based organizations or the established structure of non-governmental organizations and international civil society.
Political scientists have long been interested in the informal side of politics, with the main focus directed to how unwritten but accepted rules of the game guide the structure of decision making. Pike (2000) defines informal politics as interpersonal activities stemming from a tacitly accepted, but unenunciated, matrix of political attitudes existing outside the framework of legal government, constitutions, bureaucratic constructs and similar institutions . In a similar vein, Dittmer (2000, p. 292) stretches the definition to argue that informal politics consists of the use of nonlegitimate means (albeit not necessarily illegal) to pursue public ends . Examples beyond the West include the informal aspects of electoral politics in Japan, and leadership succession in post-Mao China.
What this traditional literature lacks, however, is an appreciation of agency by diverse sources outside as well as inside government. For example, there have been growing concerns about how changes in global communications have reconfigured public diplomacy. In particular, diplomatic norms have been challenged by the nature of media coverage, which has expanded with the rise of 24/7 global news programming and led to a decentralisation and fragmentation of opinion. Moreover, the rise of social media networks places a greater emphasis on interactive and person-to-person communications. These developments have placed global concerns on the popular agenda and led to the emergence of a new public diplomacy in the wake of alternative communications through which not only states, but also non-state actors and civil society organizations have promoted cultural interchanges to mobilise public interest and advance their causes.
From this perspective Cultural Studies generally and Celebrity Studies in particular has a great deal to offer by going around the traditional bias of International Relations literature, which deems the activities by actors lacking the status of diplomatic representatives to be marginal in performance (Johnston, 1971) . What is more, much of the emphasis remains on the vertical not the horizontal dimension. That is to say, rather than broadening the debate to highlight the richness of the profile of celebrities in the 21st century, there is a concentration on so-called quasi-diplomacy through para-or sub-national units within the state structure.
With this fixed set of boundaries in mind, an international conference was held at the University of Sheffield in January 2015, which led to the emergence of three specific groups looking at: 1) informal political actors in Japan; 2) the role of think tanks in Russia, East Asia and the Arab World; and 3) celebrity politics in Russia, East Asia and the Arab World. This Cultural Report provides important snapshots of the final group that met again in January 2016 to deepen the thematic exploration.
Not only has our understanding of politics and diplomacy developed beyond the usual suspects of government representatives to embrace informal actors, this understanding has also been enhanced both empirically and conceptually over recent years by the recognition of the multi-dimensional salience of celebrities (Brockington 2014; Cooper 2008; Wheeler 2013) . We now talk about celebrity politicians and diplomats, political celebrities and apply categories such as CP1 (essentially politicians who instrumentalize aspects of celebrity) and CP2 (celebrities typified by U s Bono who enter into the field of politics and international diplomacy; see Street 2014) . In turn, celebrity activists have shifted the focus away from state-directed types of political discourse to bring attention to more cosmopolitan concerns related to global citizenship and mutual solidarity.
Most vocally, Cooper maintains that if public diplomacy is married to
more open-ended versions of agency, then traditional forms of state-centric diplomacy are eroded even further (Cooper 2008, 2) . He argues that celebrity diplomacy creates a new space in which celebrities provide a conduit between public and foreign affairs to overcome the disconnect which has occurred as official diplomats have sought to husband information rather than share it (Cooper 2008, pp. 113 114) . Consequently, celebrities can provide points of identification to mobilise public opinion for diplomatic reform. 
